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of thie authors, but The Councii~on . Postsecondary Accredltatloh' is pleased 0’

- publish this addition to its series of Occasional Papers—a grownng body of litera-
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One of the pnmary methods for malntalnlng standards of education.in the
United States is accredltatron Through this process an agency of organization
.evaluates and recognizes an institution or program of study as ‘meeting certain
‘predetermmcd qualrf‘catrons or standards and issues a public statement to this

_ effect :

_ Accrediting agenmes rely upon the educational institutions thernseives to
maintain their educational programs in such manner as to conform te- standards
that are applied .by the agency after they are cooperatwely developed. This

_method of developing and malntamlng standards contrasts with the system which.
prevails in most other countrles Commoniy, a ministry of educatlon or sn’mlar :
government agency creates. educatlonal institutions and authorlzes them to.offer = ==
specified programs: of instruction in.accurdance -with standards established by the

. government. Such a system does provide a means for the-more ready’ establlsh-
ment of standards and for greater national uniformity.

The Constitution of the United States made no provision for. such natronal ’
involvement in education. Consequently, a decentralized system for malntalnlng'

~ educational standards came into berng, and accredltatlon b.,came an important
eIement in th|s system o
. , S, .

_:A Prelude to Aocredrtatron

A prelude to accredltatton was lntroduced in 1787 when the New York - =
I'State Board of Regents was required to. visit every college in the state once a year
and to report annually to the legisiature. Since similar requirements existed-in no
3 . other state, it became’ ne"essary many years later to develop a'nongovernmental
" System of mamtalnlng academlc standards Thus the prccess of vcluntary accredr-

’ :,'tatron evolved.” : - : .
. Vanous bodies such as the American Assocratlon of Unlverslty Women'
‘ i“the Unwerslty of Mrchrgan and the Unwersrty Senate of the Me’thodlct EpISCOpal- o

o -

Ailhough some. governmental agencres, such as the Regents of the State of New York, per- -
..form certain accrediting or certlfyrng functions, the bulk of accreditation is performed by

Q B voluntary e Jucational. associations, and |t is accredrtatron by these orgamzadohs which |s
i : addressed in this essay . . . ) . ) - ‘ e
-'wHY;:Ac'cr;gbrTA“rldn?_ o R aalt
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Church did perform"ccrtain functions similar to those later incorporated into

accreditation, but the first bona fide accredltmg activities were performed in the .

field of medicine. The initial fist of classified medical schools was issued in 1906- ;
07 by the Council on Medical Education of the American’ Medlcal Association.

This ‘major steplaid the.groundwork for the later closmg of many schools which,

in the opinion of the AMA, were offering inadequate training. it also prompted'

other schools to improve their cducatlonal offerings and strengthen their admis-

sion reqmrements The Flexner Report in-1910 strmulated activity that ch to -

rapid and significant changes in medical education.? Tar

The American Bar Association took notice ‘of the deveIOpments and a few

years later followed the pattern of standard-setting established i in medlqme
By the end of the 1920s, accreditation was initiated in such spccnahzcd
fields as landscape architecture, library, science, music, nursmg, optometry,

teacher education, and collegiate business education. There followed in the’
1930s similar activity in chemistry, dentistry, ¢ngineering, forestry, pharmacy,.

social work, theology, and veterinary medicine. Today, more than fifty fields in
postsecondary education are subject to specialized accreditation conducted
through the direct or indirect involvement of several tlmcs that many national
orgamzatlons and thousands of individuals.

. The Beginnings of Institutional Accreditation'.

lnstltutlonal accreditation may bc traced to the list of accrcdltcd collcges ’
and universities issued in 1913 by the North Central Association of Colleges and"

Secondary Schools. The need for this ‘type of accreditation occurred because of

the lack of common standards among mstrtuttons calling themselvcs rolleges or

universities.

The ‘Middle Sr&?tcs ‘New England North Central, and Southern reglonal'
associations initially were created to develop and maintain a method of articula- -
tion between the secondary schools and the colleges for admlssmns purposes. -
They soon discovered, however, that their: mformal procedurcsmdyot meet-

fully the needs of their members. .

"There evolved, thcrefore 2 concurrent act|V|ty designed protect the
member institutions from competition by other institutions considered to _be
deficient, inadequate, or unethical, as determined by the inability of these mstl-
tutions to meet requirements for membership in the associations.

To enforce. their membership requirements it was natural that the associa-
_tions eventually would require institutions seeking membershlp to be inspected -
“and to meet certain established standards. Meetlng these standards resulted in_.
:accredltatlon of the institution which, in-turn, qualified it for membership. By

the early 1950s, lnstltutlonal accredltatlon was'a requirement for membershlp in

2Abraham Flexner, Medical Educauon in rhe United Srates and- Canada (Boston D..B.

Updyke Merrymount Press 1910) . . o~
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-~ each of ‘the :six associations of colleges and sécondary schools that now, collec-
" _tively, span the nation and its territories.

Initial Purposes of Accredrtatlon ‘

‘In ,both specialized and institutional accreditation the pnmary purposcs of
the sponsorship of this standard settlng actlvrty were:

\

\ - 1! establrshment of mlnlmum x.ducatronal standards; and
A ) 2 insistence on the malntenance ‘of minimum educatronal standards for
\ ) protectlon of the publlc the institutions, and their graduates

‘Concurrent with and related to these two purposes was recognltlon of the necd
-to’ assure comparable minimum educational preparation of the students heing. .
‘admitted: to the |nst|tut|ons ‘and to their specialized programs_of study. h
-Recognizing “that |nS|stence on the maintenance of minimum xstandards ‘

N merely for initial agcreditation was insufficient, and- prodded by the stronger

: ‘;"‘mstr\tutlons whose quality far surpassed: minimum ‘standards, the accredltlng'
agencres later developed a th|rd purpose for accredltatlon and especrally for re- o
_accregltatron ; namely::

\ 3. stimulation for ‘continued’ self-lmprovement by the institutions and e
\ programs REECE S s

. - T W

oo A fourth pur‘pose or role of. accredrtatlon soon "nerged -that of R
4 protectron of |nst|tut|ohs from lmproper external or |nternal pressures.

"“The threat of the loss or denial of accreditation has been su fficient in many
' casis to’protect some colleges and universities from political’ interference on the’
" part of ln]udICIOUS or overzealous state officials and Ieglslators

O
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" individuals from minority groups. L \:

THE INCREASED USES "_ P
-OF ACCREDITATION

.. ')
. - ] L.

Recently, the |mportance of accredltatron has |ncreased’ rather rapidly, as

the uses to which it is put have been extended. The expansrqp n of these uses, in -

ARt b

contrast to the putposes for which accredimtlon was initially established, may b°

attrlbuted to several factor~

1. There has been a significant growth in specialization in all professlonal
areas, which has led to an enlargement in the number of individual professrons

2. Each of these newer professions has asplred to a position of respcct and
inflyence; and one of the attributes of such a position is gredter control over the

educational. programs for |ts future members Thrs usually |nvolves accredltation
t4

3. Government has been spurred to give greater recogmtron to accredltauon

" as oné.means of _ldentlfymg“mstrtutrons efigible’ for receipt of funds 10 ‘ upport

educational programs and for targeting fi nancial aid to students in those chglble
mstltutlons The expansron of Medicare ‘and Medicaid zlso has tended to mcrease

- the importance of accredltatuon, as one of the mechanlsms employed to rdentafy

quallf' ied practltloners

4. The economlc and socjal ferment of the times has taught mlnorlty groups

that pressures on government also £2n encourage Eindirect pressureson accredmng
agencies. In the view of some of these groups, accrediting agencies have done too-

‘little to previde for the parttc.patron in postsecondary educatuon of women and

i

\.

i {4 is posslble to rdent.fy twe!ve uses to whlch accredttatlon has been put‘ ',
three of which may be seen as baSlC and the gthers as subordmate ‘They. are,.’_

- grouped for initial - examination in somewhat arbitrary categones entrtied

O
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' ) Int):rnal Uses, External Uses, Prmes:wnal Uses, and Social Uses. -

[ B

The following observations, it should be noted, refer to postsecondary Sdue
cation programs and not to elementary or secondary educatuon nor to programs -

of a wide variety of service-agencies (hoSpltaIs, speech and hearmg chmcs, and
the Irke) whrch are not orgamzed as educauonat mstrtutlons .

5
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A lzternal Uses ofAccreultJtlon
. P e b,
Those uses of accredltatlon which are directed prlmarrly to the accredited -
instltutlon itself have been included in this first category.
(O A
A-1. /dent/fy/ng an Iastitution or Program of Study as Having Met Estab//shed'_
Standards--Postsecondary-accreditation was initiated for the purpose of estab-
- lishing minimum educatlonal standards and |dent|fy|ng those institutions or
programs of study that met these standards. It was begun at a time when no.
"« broadly accepted definition of a college existed (if it ever has) and when institu-
. . tions of wide-ranging guality and with diverse characteristics called themsclves
. colleges and universities. » : : ‘
¢ ° When the presumably more qualified institutions banded together to form ]
regional associations, and when they realized that they should publicize their
memberships in order’ to provide some protection for themselves from institug \ »««
“ tions of lnferlor quality, they found it necessary to develop standards on which 7 -
membershlp /’deCISIOI‘IS could be based. Under condltlons ‘that then prevailed, A
' .. quantitative_standards (later so much criticized) plovrded ‘the only practicable -+
basis for judgmeat. Criteria were devised ‘for the measurement of financial sup-
port, size and preparation of faculty, numbers of bogks in fibraries, laboratory -
" facilities, admmlstratlve personnel, and other institutional clements. '
Reliance on. these ‘measures made the|r early appllcatlon as. well as com- |, fx
" parisons amehg institutions, relatlvely easy ‘Medicine, law, and the other profes-
_sional-fields relied on a similar approach as they inifjated their separate accred-
iting programs. During the early years of accreditation of schools of medicine,*
T for éxample, d|stht|ons were made so that a school, if accredited, was placed in
. Class A or Class B, depending on the extent to which it met the criteria. =
- Lest it bé assumed that accreditation evolved only for protection of the
quallf'ed mstltutlons from.those les$ qualified, it should be emphasized that one -
of its prlmary motives was to.assist in the admission®of students. The reglonal L
* .associations srmultancously undertook the |dent|ficat|on of those secondary “
schools whose graduates normally would be considered acccptable for admission
~~—  to colleges-that were members of the assoclatlon -
T As time passed it became apparent that the mere meeting of quantitative '
. standards did not necessanly assure that an lnStltUthn or program of study was
offering an educatlcnal program- of quality. Crmc:sms of “conventional and _
: arbltrary standards”" abounded. In response, the first major study of accreditation’
_.was sponsored in'the early 1930s by the North Central Association of Colleges
.. -.and Secondary Schools. “This project led toa revision in the basic approach to ‘
accredrtatt n: to evaluate-an institution in terms of its s stated, purposes. . The .
:' |mplementat|on of this new evaluation concept Was delayed until after World -~ .
_War 1, at which time the Middle States Association of Colleges and: Secondary T
- Schools became the first: to. inadgurate the broad recommendatlons outlmed in-
the North Central study

N N 2

'_'it'i'\HE'INCREASEDUS'ESOF.A'C'CREDI'TA_TION I Y §
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This revised approach incorporated many improvements and has pl"oved e

more flexible than the initial quantitative approach. At thé same time it has been

heavily upon the juality of the ‘evaluating teams which visited the institutions,_
and upon the. wisdom of the members of . the commlttces and commissions fe-
sponslble for the final decisions. As'a consequence, these .decisigns, while pre-
sumably more ~alid, tended nor. *theless to be more sub|ect|ve than those ln the
past : . .

It should be noted that accreditation is a.,human process, requlnng the dcdl-
cation of many volunteers applying necessarily flexible standards’to a wide

_variety of institdtions and programs. In other words, it is a fallible method of

. beset by its own set of i issues.. To illustrate; ‘the.new procedures. depended more,.

identifying quality in education, employing: gress techniques of measurement

with imprecise standards While necdlng constant examination and refinement,

the process has noncthelcss proged to be more desirable on several counts than

proposed 1Iternat|ves K ¥l PPN
Accredmng agencncs make no d|rect rcferen ¢ to, and pass no |udgmcnton

nonaccredited lnstrtutrons or programs of study. They are concerned only with'

those institutions that seck to be accredlted and, within them, csscntlally wrth
their educational -effectiveness. In October, 1972, the former Federation "of

. Reglonal Accredltlng Commissions of Higher Education issued a policy statement’

that contalned the essence of what accrcdltatren endeavors to provide; that is,

[assurance] to the educatlonal community, the general public, and
other agencies or organizations that an institution has clearly. defined
and approprlatc cducatlonal'oblectlves has estabhshcd condluons under
which their achlcvement can reasonably he expectcd appearé in fact to
be- accomphshlng'them substantially, and is organized,' staffed, and
SUpportcd so that it can be expected to continue t\:) do so

With the recent dlscusslons about the futurc functrons and uses of accredita-

'tron, it must be remembered that this dctivity has been supported prlmanly by
-the institutions for t specific purpose of identifying an institution or program
- of study as having met established standards. and encouraging improvement of .

Al
educational quality. Other functions and uses stem frem these™ basic purposes. “ X

4. . '
A-2. ASS/st(ng Inst/tutions in -the Determ/nat/on of Acceptab/I/ty of 7ransfer

Credit—One of the benefi ts sought'in the éarly twentieth century standardization™ *

of postsecondary education through accredltauon was an improvement ln the

-

admlsslon of transfer students. It was assumed that.students wishing to seek -

-transfer of academic credit from one ihstitution to- another wouid be more suc-

cessful if ‘they had heen cnrolled in an accredited college or umvcrslty The

presumption was one of the fagtors that ch the. Assocratlon of American Univer--
. sities td Become an accrediting agency for coilcgcs whosc graduates would then
L be given preference in their admlsslon to graduate schools s

Lk
<

6 .ACCREDITATION': ITS‘PU_'&POSES AND_USES.



In 944 however a study conducted by Marcia Edwards under thc spon-
sorship of the Carnegre Foundatlon For the Advancement of Teachrng demon-
strated that “students from. |nst|tut|ons accredited and not accredited. by AAU"®

-were doing ‘‘almost equally well in graduate schools.” This analysis, plus a
aseneral. disenchantment with thenr accreditation efforts of the past by the presi-
dents of the AAU institutions, led that organization to d|scont|nue its accrediting.
activities in 1948. Following this action, the Graduate Record Examinations
and other indices of potential academic success were employed more widely in
decisions for admission to graduate schools, and the accredited status of the -
college hom which the student was ‘graduated- rcccded as a factor of general -
importance: Co

Although a simildr situation now prevails wnth respect to acceptance of
transfer credit for students, there still continues to be a residual reliance on ac-
'credltatron in evaluating and granting undergraduate credit.’ Despite frequcnt

“.;eminders by accrediting _agéncrcs that they evaluate institutions and programs
but not individual students and -that a student’s abilities should be judged by

~ criteria other.than the accredited or nonaccredited status of the institution .
attended accreditation frequently continues to play 2 role in-the determination

_ of transfer credit. The view prevails that since accrcdltatnon does attest to the

' overall quality of an institution’s educational offerings, it serves a valid purpose

" in evaluating transfer credit even if it does not address specifically the quesuon

of course-to-course ‘equivalency. \\‘ . . .
1 ! . :

_ R . S .
A-3. Enco_urag/ng the Involvement of Faculty and Staff in Inst/tut/onal £ valua- o
“ ¢« * tion and Plann/ng—Another internal institdtional use or-benefit from: accredita-
tion: derives from the requirement. that institutions undertake a process of selt-
study preparatory to the visit of an“evaluation team. judging the quality of an = |
institution on the basis of-how well it is fulfilling its stated goals, requires that
~ the goals ‘first be clearly definr 4 and understood. Proceedlng on the premise that
" a collegial atmosphere shoulq prevail for «an educational institution to be con-
sidered a college or university, the accrediting agenc@s have tendededuring the
. past thirty years'to insist that. edlcational goals must be cooperatively developed _
- and |mp|emented not dctermlned and dictated by any slngle clement of the
college or unrversrty 4 The comprehensive self:study has grown to'be an integral
part of the entire accrediting process and, as such has become for some institu-
“tions its most significant element. . : ¢ j_'
'~ AlthHough;members of ‘all organnzatlons hke to beheve that they are rewew-
EE |ng eonstantly the effectlveness of the function and structure of their enterprlses

'_-h .

S 3Marc|a Edwards, Srudles of American Graduare Educar/on (New York Carnegle Founda- .
tlon for Advancement of Teaching, 1944). : . oo

Thls prmcnple apphes partlcularly to colleges and umv»rsitles in the tradrtlonal sense The o

- organizational ‘and staffing patterns of institutions such‘as’ correspondence schools often

dictate different polrcy-makmg procedu:es Corsequently. the cx?ectatrons of thenr accred-.‘

|tmg bodies also duffer > C A oo T e
<, ‘

et

-
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“educational improvement, = . : B

v
L@

some kind, of stimulus usually is required to translate theis assumption- into
action. Accreditation serves as one of the stimuli'for such necessary cooperative

- ._reassessments, whether the msmutnon is a smdll college, agiarge university_ or a-
;',sper,lallzed institution. - :

* Nongovernmental -accraditation hag been: effective in promoting within
educational institutions a spirit of cocperlition and censtructive self-examination.

_ This spirit has nourished attamment of the fourth mterml institutional use of
" accreditation.

A-4. Crecting Goals fo? Self-Improvement and Stimulating a General Raising of »"
"of Standards Among Educdtional Institutions—The logical extension of instit-
tional self;evaluation led the accrediting agencies to serve as catalysts for con- -

tinuing |mprovemen1 of individual institutions-and their programs of study It
-‘must be recogmzed that some institutions ares stimulated to self-imprcvement,

_only by the real or imagined threat of loss of accreditation. Even’ those which®
- would acknowledge no such threat tend'to be receptive to. soundly based judg-

' mcr::? educational and professlonal pce's and hence are thcmselves moved to -
- inp

ent. . .

. “ltis difficult to draw the line between: the evaluatnvc fuqctlon ci accrcdrta-
tion-and its provision of adyice and counsel. The accreditation process involves
both; and many experienced evaluators beliWe that the most valuable service
that can be performed by an evaluatmg team is that of critic and stimulator”of *

o

All.institutions from the best to the weakcst have gained to some degree

-from the congributions of peer review provnded in a spirit of mutual coopcratlon

This may well be the most valuable service that a nongovernmental’ system of
accreditation can provide to educationa!l instjtutions.

’ o . * .' L. e ' ? . . . .
B. External Uses of Accreditation o o ' S

Tt

The distinction between internal and external uses of accreditation is not

- based on a clear-é'ut set of differences; the benefiis cannot be precisely categor-
" “ized one way or the gther. The dlStInCtht‘l in this essay is made on the basis of
" whether the use is primarily interpal or external. Four uses of accreditation that
: prlmartly serve external mstntutlonal purposes are ldcntlf’cd below

_ B Ass:stmg Prospectlve Students -in ldentlfymg Acceptab/e lnstltutlons—The

" numerous institutional and speCIallzed accréditing’ agencies include in’ their
" memberships virtually cvery type of postsecondary institution and program, The ..
. standards-and expectations. of the.accrediting bodies vary conslderably, reflcctmg
-as they°do a broad range of mst,ltutlonal and programmatic purposes and styles.

Desplte ‘the Iack of uniformity ,agmng the groups, accreditation does indicate

- that the program or institution” has met the requnrements ofa partlcular accred
mng body as to basic educatlonal quallty It thus serves to prowde prosper "ive S

* <
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students wlth assurar?ce that the. program or lnstltutlon has met at Jeast mlnlmum
.__standar_ds_f_or it particular kind of eriferprise.: " ... :

'_ _.leen the, variety and. complexlty of postsecondary educat|on, no sxngle
organlzatlon or pattern.of accreditation ‘will ever serve. aII its.¢lements, and no
Ui uniform' standards of accred|tat|on will ever. be practicable. ‘As the Councnl for .
) {,Postsecondary Accredrtatnon applles |ts provisions. for membershnp to accnedmng ! o
. agencies,. requlrmg them to" meet cértain - expectations as to procedures and. -~
R standards, and as the federal government for-its special purposes, continues to’ - =
apply its criteria-to manyof these same agencies, the ‘meaning of accredltatlon by _' '
"',.-such accredltfng bodies will beceme: cléarer. Prospectuv&'studen.s attempting to
|udge lnstltutlonal quality will thus be further aided in their efforts.- ‘However, -
_the sources of mfor“matnon ‘will still be varied afd “the. standards of qual:ty of -
“different types of |nst|tut|ons and programs will still reerct these dlfferences as’

they shouId T : ;

e
s

B 2 HeI in Jn_JdentlF catlon of Institutions and Programs of Study for Invest-

ment ofPrlvate Funds—For many private foundatlons and individuals the lists of
L -accred|ted mstltutrons prowde a ready- :made and easily available Screenlng mech- :
‘amsm “The-donors are" lnmost cases unabte toTsift the funding requests they re-
“ceives wlthout recourse ‘to some form of pre||m|nary screening. The,accredltatlon .
I'lsts provude this’ |n|t|al.ass|stance -y Y
7~ The most: dramatlc éxample of such rellance was provnded in the' early
. 19SQ§ when the Ford® Foundatlofr decided to distribute some of its Capltal ona

formula basis to all. colleges ‘and;: universities accredlted ‘by one or; ‘more of the . .
- reglonal ass%matlons -This declslon was a surpnse to the accred|t|ng sgenciés -
whlch at no‘tite had made ‘efforts to encourage yse of or'reliance 00 accredlta- N
“tion for such purposes On' the other hand, the agencies:. have- not ob|ected to
- this practlce slnce it has provided an addmonal ingentive for nstltutlons to seek
accredltatlon At thegsame time, the pollcles and practices of accredltlng agencles
e not been dlverted from the|r purposes nor dlrectly influenced by thls use of

accre n. _ C S e T L T

AN

Ser B 3. Prowdmg One Bas:s for De.ermmatlon of I_'Ilglblllty far' Federal Ass:stance-—~
f _‘, In contrast to the ‘use of lists for phlmnthroplc purposes, a- snmular reliance by
; government has produced quite™a different hlstory ‘and series of "dévelopments.™
11 These developments’ coincide with-a much greater dependence by postsecondary )
. educatson on the Tederal government for fi nanclalasupport in one ferm or
~anothér. Indeed, this dependence more than any other factor has lncreased theq :
lmportance of accredltauon inrecent years. . - e e
. ~The: Servicemen’s Readlustment Act q; 1944 provuded~the impetus 'for this _'”-’
': . use»of accreditations, Th GﬂBlII of nghts as it was commonly known, allowed,” =
millions of discharged ‘servicempen to pursue theif educatlon at government.ex~ .
pense. The provvslon was a great boon to the servicemen and to the colléges and

un|vers|t|es but it also stlmulated the. creauon, of some msmutlons whose ad-

<.
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mrnrstrators and faculty members were- bctter attuned to maktng moncy than to
' the ethics and goals of education. o
<" .. -TheVeterans' ReadlustmentAct of 1932 addressed the issue of standards in

o educational -institutions. whose: students would be eligiblefor federal assistance K

" under. the G! Bill. An -early draft of the 1952 legislation placed responslblhty- O
' with the ‘Veterans’ Administration. However, Congressional ‘testimony by.repre- -
sentative’ spokesmen for the postseCondary education community was effectlve o

""in urging that the U.S. Office of Education be asslgned the admlmstratlve rcspon-
. sibility for identifying eligible institutions. - .
In fulfilling this assignment ‘the U.S. Commlssloner of Educatlon has em-
' ployed the lists of institutions accredited by the nongovcrnmental :tccredltlng
-agencies as one of the bases on which the eligibility of institutions for thisand
other fofrms of federal funding may be established. While giving recognition to
the _importance of the private sector in the overall. governance of-postsecondary———
R :educatlun the federal government reliance on accreditation has led to corifusion
"', between the distinct functlons of accreditation and eligibility. .
' “ts use as a major factor in the determination of ellglblllty has enhanced the
' |mp0rtance of accreditation and the power of the accredltlng agencies; and by
usrhg accreditation in th|s way the Off'ce of Educatlon also has lncreascd |ts own *
i influence. .
e Following enactment. of the ngher hducatlon Act. of 1965 an Accredlta-
‘tion.and- Institutional, Ellglblllty Staff (now the Division of Eligibility and Agency
Evaluation) was created within’ thc Office of Educatlon and chargcd with the
responslblllty of. analyzrng more carefully and systematlcally the polrcres struc-

" ture, and opemtlons of accrcdltmg agencrcs that were <eck|n" initial or renewed )

récogmtlon ' :
. Despite the presence of an Advisory Committee of nongovcrnmental person~

) ‘fiel broadly representative of education and the pubhc to review all such requests,

- the accrediting agenaes, generally supposted” by’ ‘the educational institutions,
have ‘feacted. with lncreasmg warlncss to ‘what they consider an incursion tnto
their legitimate prerogatives. - . : PO

= This- mevntable tug of war is thc result of scveral factors:

W

R N Because of* Constltutronal provisions and our political herltage the
federal government has been permltted to act in matters relating to education

. onlythrough indirect means, for example, the provrslon of funding to institutions

that apply and meet specrf'ed requirements. E . -

2. An |nd|rect means by which the federal govcrnment has acted is through
. mcreased rellance on nongovernmental accreditation. ) AN

3. Desplte th|s mcreased governmental reliance.on accrcdlmtlon the accred-
iting agehcies have been slow to recognize and .implement their larger responsibil-
* ities to souety in -contrast to responsibilities def'ncd in termis of nceds of their
rncmbers C - .

>
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‘4. This tardlness of rcsponse on the part of the accred|t|ng agencies has led = .

the Commissioner of Education to use indirect pressurcs in insisting. that accred-
iting agencnes be or|ented more towards the needs ‘of socuety '

5.. lhese developments have involved attempts ‘to recast accredltatlon to .
make it serve roles-and functions for which it was not_originally: created an'l .
. whlch it may ‘not be able or should r'ot be expected to fulf‘ll

In the m|dst of ‘these developments Congress cnactcd the Educatron C
'Amendments 0f 1972 which further affected accreditation. Among its’ provrslons N
this: bill redefined “hlgher education” as “postsecondary education,’* enlarging. -

the universe of institutions; it laid the basis for accountability in postsecondary

' educatlon and it mandated a stronger role for the states in‘’coordination.
" Enactment of these. provxs|ons has led 'some analysts to identify the develop-

- ment of‘a triad relationship among the federal government, the. several states,

" and the nongovernmental accrediting’ agencnes——thc last now joined in a coopera-

tive endeavor through the Council on Postsecondary Accrcdntatldn -The triad
relationship is dynamic as each of the three cbmponents ‘and their innumerable

.|nd|V|dual elements_jockey for posit "n and a definition “of responsrbllltles that. -
'w;ll meet their respective interests. The interests at present are not-well-defined..

The - current conditior:s relatlng to postsecondary accredltatlon are at a

stage-of ‘‘fluid’ uncertalnty This uncertainty exists partnally because of contin-

ued confusion between the uses of accreditation and the purposes or roles that -
it can approprlately and successfully tulflll The _uses and approprlate roles do .
not necessarlly comcrde IR < e

»w . . . B -
o
.

A B-4 Serving as an /nstrument for Enforcement of. Pol:c:es Establlshed by Civil
-Governmehnt-A.further development in the relatlonshlp of the federal govern-

" ment to accreditation has proved to be very disquieting tb some social and edu-

. mtlonal analysts This was an attempt—row declared by federal’ ‘offi cials as no -
e longer bcnng made although 'there.is no assurance that it might not be: resumed._
- sometlmc.an the future—to require accredltlng agencies seeking offncnal recognl-»
tion by:t?i’e Commissianer of Education to enforce polncues of the federal govern-

ment in accredltlng educational |nst|tut|ons or programs of study The specific "z - o

example of such an effort related to adm|ss|on pollcnes for women to schools of

medncrne 1t was, contended by the government although no documentation .
-was offered to support this contention,: that:the educational quality of an

|nst|tut|on would be strengthened by the presence of more women in medical

schools The federal policy to be enforced through accreditation was equal edu- -
_ mtlonal opportunlty, -and the ensurng confrontatlon was forccd by zealous

women'’s groups and minority interests. - : .
Granting that a public policy of equal opportunlty is socrally desirable and

~ sound, it is doubtful' that it foliows that accreditation is- elther an appropriate or
-an effective |nstrument for the enforcement of governmental polrcy

1m



C Professnonal Uses of Accredltatlon '

The most dynam|c gr6wth that has occurred in accrcdttatton in n.ccnt years
has- been in"the number of accredltlng programs ‘conducted by agencles con-
- cerned with. professlonal or specialized fields of siudy. This growth is largely.the -

_result of increased specialization in the professions and other vocations, especnally_ A

in- the. health “fields, all of which consciously or unconsciously endeavor to,
emulate medicine. The professnon of. mcdlclne has maintained a pos|t|on of pro-
fesslonal social, and economic: preeminence over a ‘long span of -ears, and has
done so partially by maintaining such activities. as accredltatton o7 rs educational
. programs and certification of its gualified speclahsts The appeal o the other
' profcsslons and would- be .professions is to go and do likewise: They percelve
. dual benefits’ ?rom accredltatlon S . ‘ 2
C1. Estab//shlng Crltena for Profess:onal Certlf/catfon and Llcensure-—The gen-
erally stated purpose for the establishment of 2 program of accreditation by a. .
. professlon is to provnde an element of protectlon protection for- potentlal siu- '
" dents. so that they may Know. ‘which professional schools have met minimum
standards and protection for the public from unqualified practitioners ‘who pre-
sumably mlght have obtained their training through an'inadequate program of
- study. ThlS latter protection, which also serves to pro‘iect the members of a'pro--
fession, complements the activities of certlflcatlon and Ilcensure, both are con-
trol mechanisms |ntended to identify qualified individual practioners.. .
Because of common confusion regarding these separate and dtstlnct opera-\'-- '
- tions it should te noted. that :

Ceruf“catlon is the process by whlch a nongovcrnmcntal agency or
-, association grants recognltlon to an individual who has met certain’ -
predetermined qualifications specified b/ that agency or aSSOClathﬂ -and

Licensure is -the. process by ‘thCh an agency of government grants
perm|ss|on to persons meeting predeter'mncd quahf'catlons to engage '
Ir; a glven occupatlon and/or | use a partlcular tltle

- In both _certification and ficensure it is- frequent practice to strpulate that the
candidate should.be a graduate of an accredited ‘school or program of study in
order to be. eligible to sit for the qualifying examination. By this method total
ieliance for identification of qualified practitioners is not placed ejther on gradu~
ation from an approved ar accredited program, or on successful completion of
qualifying examinations. The combinatian of accreditation, certification, and
licensure provides a series of screening mechanisms. :
_ As contrasted with institutional accreditation, in whith rellance has been—
pIaced on the evaluation of those features of-:an educational institution that

5

0

5Stur;fy of Accreditation of Se/ected Hea/lh Educat_(,on Programs, Commtsston Report
{Washington: National-Commissicn on Accrediting, 197")
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seem .to assure quality in" education, accreditation of specialized - programs- of .

~

study employs as part of its evaluative protedure reference to the successes of -
the institution’s graduates on certifying and, licensure examinations. In other
_words, there is much greater oppontuhity .to measure outcomes and to employ -
this. measurement as one of the. gualifications for accreditation.” . o

" At.thesame time t_hgr(e_is‘- a;,fallac'y.inAthi approach since a'school might -

. more easily gain accreditation bfe'cau'se it has c/je_vel'oped a successfi:| method of
_preparing its students to pass th “licensure examinations without necessarily pro-

viding them "with a 'broader/educatioh essential . for their later professional’
responsibilities: -~ - -'/‘ N R ‘
All three ‘of the mechanisms have bee operated under the control of the

-'v_arious professions. Even thbugh licerisurg is a governmental’ function, state li-

Eenédre'poards have qht.il_‘ .v/éi'y,: recently been cpmposedbonly‘ of members of the .
respective professions: Syth interlocking relationships have strengthened the = -
influence of the professipns in znother/use or role of accreditation, to be men-
tic;n'f,c'l next. - ».-i/' ' e _ s

Lot

C:2. Serving as a Means for Specialized Groups to- Gain Increased Support for - .
Their Programs of Study—In seeking to undertake accreditation or to institute - .

" certification and licensure; every profession. insists that these operations are_

(necessary for. the protection ‘of the public. Without dou'b_ting the sincerity of

]
Sy
q

“'these contentions, one may also recognize that thé motivating force is-usually

‘so’r_nefprm of benefit to the members of the profession..

b}

‘For sixty years it has béen asserted that the quality of pr?fe_ssional ‘education ~
is usually improved when offered. in a university setting and not in a separate,

.specialized school or .college. However, in such. collective settings each profes-
“{sional program of study must c’qmp&e"for funding and support with all the
'} other €ducational .offerings ofsthe-institution. Those programs that are subject
!to specialized accreditation have a means of increased leverage 1o attain their

* individual goals. No more open adis~on of this fact can be cited than the
 statement quoted in the March 26, 197v; issue of The New York Times. It was
reported that the dean of the college of veterinary medicine at Cornell Univist-

" sity “hoped the college was placed on probation [by the veterinary accrediting

agency] because this would put the State. under ‘extreme prrssure’ to approve

* additiona! funds to correct the _deﬁci'enqies.”- The deﬁcjencigé stated in the arti- T

cle, weré improved facilities and a better ‘faculty-student ratie, at an estimated - .
cost of $1.2 mill'on. Without doubting the possible need for such improvements,’
one must -ask what adverse influences such pressure exerts on the many educa-
tional- programs for which there is no specialized accreditation and which may
have equally pressing needs. - - . o o

* The function.of accreditation-of specialized programs of study is being "
questioned’ increasihgly as part of the general public and governmental review of
contrbls established and-maintained by the professions. In the past, when educa-
tion was vocationally less important and financially less significant, the public

L 3
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was |nd|fferent to the exten: of mﬂuencc and. control that the professlons ex-

-erted over the programs of education for their future members.- -This’ dltfcrencc .

is now giving way to widespread concern that the professlons collectively are -
not according sufficient recognltlon -to the broader needs of soaety in their

endeavors to maintain. quality in edu"atwn as well as protcctlon ‘of their own -
specnal interests. The WIdespread 'redlbnht\, gap that turrently affccts all actavn-’
-~ ties has not left the. professmns unscathed.. :

Recent clamor by s0me, membcrs of the clinical. psychology and pharma—

respectlve educational programs serves as an example of. desires by members.of

" “the professions. for influence in accrediting decisions. This example is reminiscent -

of ‘the ‘earlier criticisms of the medical professlon for presuimabl§ g;stl;lctlng edu-

* cational offerngs in order to limit competition among physicians. LGt’avernment
-officials in the Division ofEhglblllty and Agency Evaluation of the U.S. Office of

Educatlon, the -Federal Trade Commission, the-General Accounting Offcc, and |

" other agencies ‘arc' now scrutlnlzmg activities of the professxons with enhanced
o publu, support. - ’

* The future.of specnahzed accrcdltatlon may also be substantlally mﬂucnccd

by the growmg unionization of members of the health professions. There ‘is a

questlon whether or not society will éontinue to accord to- p.ofesslons the

‘privilege of establishing and muintaining their own academic: standards and. their )

own admission requirements, when the professions are being organized to exert

“political and social pressures to protect theif.ecor. omlc mtcrcsts and even cxtend

their. areas: of 1ur|sd|ct|on pf practlce .o s AR o

D. Socnetal Uses of Accredltatlon , S »:;» g

"_.Vceutlcal professlons for Peductions in the numbers of students admitted to their .

°

In lh[§ essay frcquent referenCe has been madc to such conslderatlcms as . ;

protectlon “of the” publ ¢ and protection of students. "These are bencf'ts “for

-society, and they should be recognlzed as such, On the other hand, therc are two

addltlonal societal uses or bcncf'ts accruing from accredltatlon that pertain more.

" partlcularly to- the structure of our society and’ the balance of forces i in our body
. polmc

A

" . DA. Protecting Institutions Against Harmful External and Internal Pressures—In

our open, demdcratic society we have held to the tenet’that our colleges and
universities should be permitt di i ‘high degree of independence in order that
freedom of thought may preva%l that freedom of inquiry may be untrammeltd,
and that academic freedom may be maintained Such academic freedom is be?
lieved to be essential so that professors teachers and learners-may pursue their

mvest:gattons wherever they may lead. Consistent with this philosophy, accred-
-.iting agencies have provnded support to institutions whose freedomi of operations

have been unduly threatened. In some cases where attempts: have been made to

_undermlne educational freedom the threat of wnthdrawal of accreditation has

. .
~ i -, . . x>
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been suff“clent 10 blur.t of. divert the attack in other cases, the removal of

aceredltat|o1 for a period of time has'been requnred An‘all such sntuatlons the - . -
intent of the accredltmg agencies has been to maintain the vrablllty of an educa— e '

tional |nst|tut|on free from’ external dlctatlon or manipulatlon » '

& D-2 Serwng as an. /ntegra/ Part of the Ba/ance of ‘-'Jn.es Exert/ng Contro/ over
Postseconda/y Educat/on—The political structure of the United States is based’
.upona balance of forces.among the executive, ]udlclal ‘and.legislative branches of.

" gavernment, and among the several levels.of federal, state, and‘local ‘govérnments:’ "
What ‘should not-be overlooked is the equa.lly |mportant need in a democracy-for :
.a functlonlng balance between governments and the prlvatc sector. It is in this" . S
context that accredltat”lon may in the ‘future be able to make one of its: more' T

" significant contributions. To do so, it must do well tnose things’ for, which itis, -~ .
well. suited -and. not be tempted or forced to undertake lasks however com-"“'-;'- TN
“mendable,.for which it is not well- suited. - S

" The accredrtn.g agencics.must take pains to def“ne their responsxbllmes 0. -k
be aIert to_the social- implications .of . their policies, and to review: contlnually ' '
thelr expectations and procedures "They also must work ‘with the . two other
components (state and federal agencies) of what has been termed the “trlad" to .

- def"ne and. to de||m|t rolcs in this three-corncred relatlonsl' ip. Prlvatc accredlta- ii-'e

Lo,

.';-; _ mutual problems. However for the.sake of the benefits to be derived from the " _
balance of «forces, the’ accredltlng bodies’ must: also,be prepared to serve ‘as an Co

~ independent counten/alllng force and to resist efforts elthcr to deny. them their SR
proper role or to extcnd their responstbrhttcs beyond propcr bounds '

; . . . . : . . S N
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NEW PRESSURES
e ON ACCREDITATION

A varlety of forces some lnternal to the educatlonal communltv and some

& -external, have tended in- -recent years 1o overextend or mrsdrrect the efforts of -
the accredrtrngbodles These forces |nclude L .l

‘e Emergrng and developlng professrons which seek protectron for their .
- fields of education and practice or which see in accredltrng aotrvmes
) a route to enhanced professronal and socral status

! o Goxernment agenc|es which. rely on accredltln agencres to perform

~-an lnrtral screening for the |dent|f' cation of .ipstitutions and programs D
for- v\nous government purposes and- representatrves of the’ publrc, .
or government agenties, ‘that see accredrtatlon as an- axd to enforce- EE

-j e .'"'_..u.cutof-governmentahegulanons:(

. |dent|f'cat|on of accreditation, often for. unconvcntlonal institutions

2t -
d which'need a sta f i-in order to gain publi
and programs which' need as mp o approva inor er to-gai pur*

% acceptance e -
L

. Spf)nsors of “institutions or programs of rnst.tutrons who want the'-

® Minority and. other groups that -want accredmng procedures .

. " assist in.the achievement of their goals . RN

LT e Indrvrduals from these first four groups and from the general publrc
T ' "who attach undue |mportance and who ascrrbe undue powers to
'accredrtatron T o o N\

N

-

"t. . : ) e

Approprrate Purposes and Uses of Accredrtatlon

These pressures toward overextenslorr and misuse of accredrtatlon sérve to

" raise’ anew - the question of what accrediration’s appropriate purposes and uses
are. An attémpt to answer this might well begin with'a remlnder of several basrc
characterrstrcs of the. Amerrcan accredrtatlon process. T <

Bag - . L. °
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Accredltlng bod|es are - memoershlp organlzatlons funded’ by the|r member- :

-. ship. They ‘operate with timited budgets: Further, members are, responslble for
the. development of their own programs, ~a'1d these programs are’ ]udged by
" criteria cooperatlvely developed : o ’,

The accrediting bodies are: voluntary in orrgm and operatlon and while the

recognltlon which they grant and the sanctions. which they»can apply are often .

_significant and even crucla’,,accredltlng agencies are not.in any sense arms of

e government. LFurthermore accredltatlon is completely separate from those -=

. governmental responsibiiities ‘for llcénslrg and cerltlfymg WhICh authorlze |nst|-
) tutlons to be estabhshed '
" It is-well to note that ‘the ‘work of evaluatlon is conducted by pald staffs of
mrnrmal size and by unpaid volunteers from member institutions. .
,! ’ lf only for the reasons suggested above,oaccredltatlon does not provnde
contlnuous supervision or review. It s, rather, an assessment of an institution or

program ata glven time, resultlng in a statément. as to its edUcatnonal effective- -
-ness at that time and to its promise of continuing effectiveness, Such assessments

are reviewed periodically; but the process does not provide continuous overslght

..
»

. to serve certaln limited purposes effectlvely They |nclude

: - L ldent|fy|ng |nst|tut|onsand/or programs of study that mect mmlmum

standards

~St|mulat|ng the raising. of standards and the related act|V|ty of
encouraglng educatlonal lmprovement iE

e . galnst |nternal or external deleterlous forces

e -t

In respect to the f‘ rst purpqse mentloned the. tanglble evrdence of accred-

- Given these characterlstlcs, accredltmg agencres are particularly well su|ted o

itation is.alist of |nst|tut|ons o’f programs that the accrediting agency publicly . -

|dent|fes as having met its-minimum standards. These standards generally are

-

ment, and assurances of stability. .

- As for the stimulation of |mprovement not only is the" |mproyement of
. education a direct aim of accreditation, it is also a frequent by-product of the

_© ¢ process itself. The cooperative participition of faculty members, administrative

::}\staff trustees, and students in the reviews and self-studles serves as a catalyst for

titutional selfimprovement. Peer review by volunteer accreditors assists this

proc‘esg and also provides a means.. for the wider dlssemlnatlon of |nformat|on s

. about educational development.

. The fuhc\rlon of protectlon is one -infrequently |nvolved but nonetheless‘

- significant. Alth\ough accred|t|ng bodies have no means for direct restraint of
those who would mte::Qwrth the educat|onal process the sanctlons |mpl|c|t in

~ o7 b
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" the "process of .accreditation have served effectively on occasion’to deter those,
" forces, polmcal or other, which would interfere with the educatioral process.
These purposes are limited in their scope, and they need. to be. However,'
they are by no means simple or unsubstantlal They are in fact difficult to trans-. .-,
Jate in'o action, costly in time and enargy, and crucial. to the world of posts -, :
: secondary education. It should te emphasized. that the accrediting agencies have o

- their hands full carrying outrthe limited but complex dutles dlctated by thc ‘ 3

R :fulf'llmentof these three purposes alone.

L Establlshnng standards and evaluating educatlonal quallty are dlff'cult an

._f'-' . elusive underta&mgs What may be a fairly direct and concrete task in accredltln?

e technncal tralmng program becomes a strikingly different problem when the .-

o -\ complexmes and |ntang|bles of -a large college or unlversny are involved. Meas- - ..

-uring educauor‘ral effectiveness has always posed-a major problem for.both.insti- '
‘\ tutions and accredltors and it is not becoming sumpler ) _'

S The task of accredltatnon has been compllcated in recent years by the rapid .

rollferatron of “non-valrdated" mstttutrons and programs. Some of these reflect. .
\gew methodologlcal app'aachcs some are designed to broaden educatlonal op~'

, o por tunity,.and some seern to be’ products of srmple*eru;;prencurlal |ngenuny
L i.\ While these undertaklngs differ widely in putpose and operation, almost all_ L

' have something in common: they scek accreditation. Fortunatély for those wio - -
face .the problem of evaluating thcsc nontradiiional offerings, most: of Ihmr G
‘sponsors wish to see their students’ efforts, no matter-how different in form and _ ;-
_procedures translatable into familiar acadcrmc credit. While- this somewhat' .

' S|mplmes the accredmng task educational institutiops, accredmng bodies, and L
otherleducatlonal organlzanons alike face'd snzeablc and sefious problem in de-_
vising: mechanlsms sfor _evaluaiing many unramlllar patterns of- education. The
tradmonal means of evaluatlng are not irrelevant; but they need substantial sup~ .

X _ plementatnon lfaccrcdltatlon is to contnnue to meet its obligations.
. y ] N
B e . - ¢

'_Some New Questlons R -

P e D ¢

The stated functlons of. accredltatnon embrace other problems as well To T
\|llustratc - S , N

.
‘e How best can accredltatnon cope with the prollferatron of satelllte

- educatnonal operations in the form cf bianch campuses and scattered

. " centers of postsecondary education, often ol loosely controlled by

' parentmstntutnons’ .-

® How can the accredmng communlty best work with other educa- .
. tronal organizations in the‘ development, recognition, and use of such”. .
new devnses as cred|t banking and credit by exarmnauon7 . .o 2

- ® How should accrcdmng agcncnes deal-with the problem of financial - .
“~. . " health of institutions in thesc days of r|srng costs” and fall:ng
enrollment.s7 . : . )
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. fact that accreditors.cannot s~rve as enforcers of governmental regulatlons do..

‘o What tests should educatlonal |nst|tut|ons meet in seeklng accredlta-
_tht‘l or re-accreditation; to warrant conf‘ dence in thelr stab|l1ty and

contlnulty"

- L How ¢an the accredltlng processb‘e used to encourage and reﬁne the .
' ' measurement of educational outcomes7 L.

o To what extent and in what areas is it feas|ble for accredltors to o

. expect specific evidence’ of results, in both: slmple and complex )
) .'lnstltutlons asameasure ofeducatronal qualnty7 o e

"e To what degree may conf'dence st|ll be placed in such fam|l|ar :
. criteria as institutional structure, conditions.of learning, and support
~  «asindicators of-educational effectweness’
. Such are the nature and{llff' culty of illustrative problcms that the accred-
ltlng agencies face withifi the bounds of their. basic purposes. However, boundary

‘lines in endeavqrs of this sort are ‘neve! as clear- cut as on¢ would like. And, as

deslrable as it is to delimit sharply the responslbllltles of accreditation, there are

. ‘grey areas which it can hardly refuse.to debate. To thoosé as one of the'more -

problematlc What respon5|b|l|t|es .do accrediting agencies have in the matter of
‘consumer protectlon surely: a' legitimate subject of public concern7 Despite the

_.they have an obligation tode  :ore than they aré now doing to assure the public

”'The Role ofAécredltatlon BT : T

Y

that their members-follow.ciea: and comprehenswe codes of good tonduct, codes-

Wthh would embracc many principles of consumer: protectlon7 ‘Should accred-

iting 4genc1es cooperate with other: educatlonal orﬂanlzatlons to develop, estab-
" lish, and enforce such codes76 S
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Accredltatlon playsa dlstlnct and signifi cant role in Amerlcan postsecondaryr -
-education, and although nongovernme.-tal inits, functlon and authorlty, itserves .

e important public uses. -

. By the nature of their. origins, structure processes and support accredltlng

-agencles -are- well sujted to cariy out functions bearing particularly upon- the
- identification, simprovement, and preservatmn of educational quallt) To achieve

“these purposes the accredltlng bodies need to be reasonably mdependent, and

this independence must include the right not to undertake  tasks, howéver - .

- worthy, for which they. are ilt-suited or which ‘they ,cannot adequately support. -

_Those outside its range of control often put accreditation to” uses-for which
it is not dwgned Thi,.doubtless will always be true. However, the uses to.which

it may b~ put must fiot be confused wrth the, purposes and responslbllltles whlch

it should be expected to sustaln.

6A |omt proxect bf the Amencan Councll on Educatton and the, Counccl on Postsecondary
Accredltatnon is underway to investigate this issue.
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. Accredltatlon must play a cooperatlve and srgmf‘cart role in' the trlad ofr

- .state, federal, and p,rlvate reIatlonshrps ‘bearing upon postsecondary education.

" 'At the same time it needs a substantlal degree of freedom. from governmental
influence in order to play an. equaﬂy |mportant roie asa balantmg or counter~ )

van_lmg force.
The accrediting’ community must contmue to refine its: purposes clarlfy its

g responslbllrtres ‘and improve ‘its processes. These are substantial. tasks.” Further-"
" -mpore, it needs to examme carefully its social role; but it must, if it is to-be .
" effective in meetlng itz most important ‘objectives, resist both the temptatlons .

" and the pressures to reach beyond |ts capabllltres
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: Accredltatlon and the PUbIIC Interest by: William K: Selden 20 pp $1 50
One of -the more prolific ‘wrifers-on the topic_ of accreditation—as weII asa Iong-
tlme “frlendly critic”’ of the. process—adds this Jmportant paper.to the literature. °
long an advocatt of greater pubhc involvement in-accreditation; Dr. Selden in’ L
this. paper traces Smne of the. h|stor|cal and phll0$0ph|cal trends that now: seem: "

to mandate such- |nvolvement and makes recommendatlons as to how publlc .
represe statives mlght be: chosen to serve on accredrtlng commrssrons; boards~ and s
commlttees (}une 1976) i

_per ‘he explores the Iegal lmpllcatlons of the confi dent|,al procedures rnherent
the accred‘trng process. ‘One of hls conclusrons urges accredltlng agencnes to

ccredltmg Agenc:es in the Governance of Pf‘*tsecondary Educatlon, by \Jllham T
. Kaplin; 31 PP, ,$2.00. This reporu;t <« respecies legal scholar know]queab!e N
Ying orfedltatlon explois3 s current and, future status'of the edur2tion “Triad”- <
nherent m the trtle wrth pnrtlcular reference to determlnlng elrgmmu for federal AN

Educat;onal Audmng and Accountablllty, by Fred F Harclenoad 36 pp ,'i = :
' $2 00. Dr: Harcleroad reports on developments in the field. of voluntary, accred-f JR
_tatlon and ithe apphcabrhty of aud'tlng systems to the evaluatron of the success . i*_iEt

Examples of an “educatlonal prospectus"slmllar tq an SEC. drsclosure prospectus, .
as well_as an audltor s-“letter of oplnron," are lncluded (’I .rgust 1976) =
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Academlc Collecuve Bm aining and Reglonal Accred/ta.'lon by- Robert S. FlSk_. '
, and E.D. Duryea .34 pp., $2.50. Two cxperts on the subject assess the impact of
academrc collectlve bargalmng on the p1ocess of reglonal accredltatlon and on the -
varlous “aspects. of the lr\stltugon that are central 16 accredltatlon—resources '
organlzatlon personnel admnustratlon academlc program and studcntcxperlence
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ln Preparatlon R S L ‘-='.‘ ' T
~ How the’ Tnad Should Work (tematlve mle) by Richard’ Fulton former
Executwe Director and now - .General Counsel of the Association of Jndependent
Colluges and: Schools Mr. Fulton originally concmved and premoted the “triad of °
resporsnblhty" conccpt n'testlmony beforc vanous Co..gre ,5|ona| commlttces '

each element of the trlad (Available Sprmg 1977) _ : _

None of these Occasmnal Papers and the conclus:ons and" recommendat:o:.
they conmm necessar'ly represent an- ofﬁc:al wewpomt of the Counci/ on. Pos1~ )




